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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 1 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: Line 2 states 
"devices include a VOIP gateway." As seen in figure 1 , this is not true. The 
5 communication device is coupled to the VOIP gateway. Therefore, it is suggested that 
line 2 be changed to -devices are coupled to a VOIP gateway.-- Appropriate correction 
is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

10 The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 

1 5 for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. 

Claim 2 states "the communications device is a VOIP gateway." However, 

applicant's specification contradicts this on page 7, lines 1-15, as do some of the 

functions of claim 1 . For instance, nowhere in the specification does a gateway "answer 

20 a test call by playing a voice file". Therefore, it is not clear what applicant means by 

claim 2. Is claim 2 supposed to be similar to claim 1 1 in that the VOIP gateway is 

coupled to the communication device? Or does applicant really intend the gateway to 

perform some of the functions of claim 1? And if so, where is this supported in the 

specification? 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

5 A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
1 0 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 

only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 6-10, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
15 by Maureretal. (U.S. Patent 6,700,953 B1). 

Regarding claim 1, Maurer discloses "a method of testing voice call quality in a 
Voice Over Internet Protocol (VOIP) network (col. 2, lines 46-48) comprising: 

enabling a communications device connected to the VOIP network to answer a 
test call received over the VOIP network by playing a voice file (col. 6, lines 32-39 and 
20 55-59 where the interface associated with the mobile as seen in figure 2, element 21 0 
acts in response to a call (the audio sent from the user), i.e. they answer the call as 
read in col. 4, lines 29-37); 

generating a test call over the VOIP network to the communications device (col. 
6, lines 32-39 where the user sends (generates a test call) audio to the mobile); and 
25 measuring voice call listening quality from the voice file played by the 

communications device (col. 6, lines 59-61 where the voice quality score is what has 
been measured and deemed a call listening quality in response to the audio)." 
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Regarding claim 6, Maurer discloses "the method of claim 1 , wherein enabling 
comprises: configuring the communications device to use an interactive response unit 
within the communications device to answer the test call (col. 4, lines 29-37 where the 
5 interface automatically answers in response to a call)." 

Regarding claim 7, Maurer discloses "the method of claim 1 , wherein generating 
comprises: controlling a test probe to place the test call to the communications device 
(col. 32-39 where a user directs a computer to place the call by sending the audio)." 

Regarding claim 8, Maurer discloses "the method of claim 7, wherein measuring 
comprises: using the test probe that placed the test call to measure the voice call 
listening quality (col. 6, lines 59-61 where the voice quality score is what has been 
measured and deemed a call listening quality in response to the audio measured by the 
test probe)." 

Regarding claim 9, Maurer discloses "the method of claim 8, wherein the test 
probe is connected to the VOIP network over an IP connection (col. 2, lines 46-48 and 
figure 2, element 190 allows for the medium to a VOIP network)." 

Regarding claim 10, Maurer discloses "a method of testing voice call quality in a 
Voice Over Internet Protocol (VOIP) network (col. 2, lines 46-48) comprising: 
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enabling communications devices connected to the VOIP network to answer test 
calls received over the VOIP network by playing embedded voice files (col. 6, lines 32- 
39 and 55-59 where the interface associated with the mobile as seen in figure 2, 
elements 210 acts in response to a call (the audio sent from the user), i.e. they answer 
5 the call as read in col. 4, lines 29-37); 

controlling a single test probe to generate test calls over the VOIP network to the 
communications devices (col. 6, lines 32-39 where the user sends (generates a test 
call) audio to the mobile); and 

using the single test probe to measure the voice call listening quality from the 
10 embedded voice files played by the communications devices (col. 6, lines 59-61 where 
the voice quality score is what has been measured and deemed a call listening quality 
in response to the audio measured by the test probe)." 

Claim 13 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 because it contains the 
15 same limitations as claim 1. Claim 1 does not disclose "a computer program product 
residing on a computer readable medium" to implement the instructions of claim 13 that 
mirror the steps of claim 1 . However, Maurer does further disclose the "computer 
program product residing on a computer readable medium" to implement the 
instructions of claim 13 that mirror the steps of claim 1 (col. 5, lines 1-23). 

20 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
5 the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10 Claims 2, 11, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Maurer et al. in view of Sand (U.S. Patent 6,512,746 B1). 

Regarding claims 2 and 1 1 , Maurer discloses the method of claim 1 and the 
method of claim 10. However, Maurer lacks what Sand discloses, "the communications 

15 device [is coupled to a] VOIP gateway (figure 2, element 30)." It would have been 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the VOIP 
gateway for the purpose of providing a means to connect the circuit switched network 
with the IP network. The motivation for connecting the two networks is to allow users 
from different networks to connect a call using VOIP and experience its benefits (Sand, 

20 col. 4, lines 54-57). 

Regarding claim 12, Maurer and Sand disclose the method of claim 1 1 . However, 
Maurer lacks what Sand further discloses, "the communications devices further include 
a VOIP telephone (figure 3, elements 38)." It would have been obvious to one with 
25 ordinary skill in the art to include the VOIP telephone for the same reasons and 
motivation as in claim 1 1 . 
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Claims 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maurer et al. in view applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA). 

5 Regarding claim 3, Maurer discloses the method of claim 1 . However, Maurer 

lacks what AAPA discloses, "measuring the voice call listening quality using a 
perceptual test model (Specification, page 2, lines 21-29)." It would have been obvious 
to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the "perceptual test 
model" for the purpose of calculating a numerical representation of voice quality. The 
10 motivation for calculating the numerical representation of voice quality is to allow a 
description to formed about how a human listener would respond to the quality of the 
line, for example a given value will indicate that the quality is poor and thus there is a 
problem. 

15 Regarding claim 4, Maurer and AAPA disclose the method of claim 3. However, 

Maurer lacks what AAPA further discloses, "the perceptual test model comprises 
Perceptual Analysis Measurement System (Specification, page 2, lines 25-26)." It would 
have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to have the perceptual test be 
PAMS for the same reasons and motivation as in claim 3. 

20 

Regarding claim 5, Maurer and AAPA disclose the method of claim 3. However, 
Maurer lacks what AAPA further discloses, "the perceptual test model comprises 
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Perceptual Speech Quality Measurement (Specification, page 2, line 25). It would have 
been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to have the perceptual test be PSQM 
for the same reasons and motivation as in claim 3. 



examiner should be directed to Joshua Kading whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3070. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:30AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kenneth Vanderpuye can be reached on (571) 272-3078. The fax phone 
1 0 number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
15 Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free), 



5 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
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